
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world byJSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.istor.org/participate-istor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



340 Notes and Discussions 

dorus himself is not dealing in etymologies in the passage just quoted — 
his efforts in that line are usually awkward enough — but making a state- 
ment about the colloquial idiom, to which there is no reason for refusing 
credit. Hesychius has the gloss aiyes- to. Kv/mra. Awpieis. Ampuui is sus- 
pected by Schmidt, with reason ; but the word may at least indicate that 
the gloss is derived from some other source than Artemidorus. On the 
other hand, the glosses of Suidas (s. vv. atyes, kv/jm) are evidently taken 
from Artemidorus. If, then, aiyes was used colloquially in the sense of 
"waves," "breakers," the sense of the Longus passage would be; "He is a 
bad goatherd, who tends goats by the sea, like a sailor," who may be said to 
tend the aiyts on the sea, that is, watch the waves. The double meaning 
is somewhat heightened by an additional ambiguity in i-Trl rijs OaXdrTrji — 
"by the seaside," "on the shore," or "on the high seas." 

Pbabody College for Teachers Campbell Bonner 



EMENDATION OF PLATO CHABMIDES 1686 
The editions generally read <t>ep€ 8ij- ccm /xiv avrrj ij eirtarij/iij rivos 
iTTicTTriix-q, Koi i)(£i Ttva ToiavTrjv Svva/jiiv (Sore rtvos eTvar rj yap; Jowett accord- 
ingly translates: "this science of which we were speaking is a science of 
something," etc. The point is a slight one, but I think that it can be 
shown that the more probable reading is avrrj r/ ima-T'^iJ.ri meaning 
" science (knowledge) in itself (in the abstract) is a relative term (is of 
something)." 

The preceding paragraph has pointed out inductively that there is 
no desire except of pleasure, no love except of the beautiful, etc., and has 
raised the general question whether there can be any cirio-Tij/iij which is 
not of fM0riiJM.T<ys but of itself. To answer this question Plato recurs to 
the nature of relative terms generally, and begins, as is his manner, at 
the beginning by demanding assent to the proposition that £mo-Ti;/u,ij, 
itself, as opposed to /xta tis iTri(TTrip.-q (167c) is a relative term. It would 
be quite pointless and tautological to ask whether this supposed tis 
lTrL(TTrip.-q which by hypothesis is of itself is of something. The argument 
runs rather: (1) Imo-Tij/nij joer se is a relative term. (2) But other relative 
terms seem always to be of something else not themselves. (3) Hence 
there is a presumption against cVktt'^ju.ij ever being of itself. The first 
example given is to p.(xt,6v (in general) <^aj«,€v Toiavnqv two. I^etv Swajuiv 
(ucTTe Tivos etvai /xet^ov. Only after this general statement is its specific 
correlate given, namely, cXaTTovds tivos. So starting from the fact that 
iin(rTrift.r] per se has some correlate we are to ask : is this correlate as in 
the other examples something else or by a strange exception itself? Cf. 
avT-ij y£ r) iiriBvpla, etc.. Rep. 4376, and Iirto-T^jnij filv avrrj jMOrj/JxiTOi avTOV 
€7no-Ti7/u,ij io-Ttv, rj otov 8^ Set Oetvai tyjv iTncrTrjfirjV. If I am right the error 
here as often arises from our failure to recognize the extreme minuteness of 
the dialectical links in Plato's argument. Paul Shobet 



